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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 157 

THE TRUTH ABOUT CARRANZA 

Sib, — My excuse for writing is an interest in Mexico and its present 
Government, at the head of which is an old friend, Don Venustiano Car- 
ranza, and the reason is to correct an idea conveyed by Mr. Arthur Con- 
stantine in his article, " Carranza — at Close Range " in a recent issue of your 
valuable magazine. 

As a student of passing events I believe you will admit that our country 
has been very ignorant with reference to our neighbor, Mexico, and that 
much has been written inspired by a prejudice based upon this ignorance, 
and further, this very ignorance has induced interested parties to take an 
advantage of the situation to the prejudice of Mexico and of Carranza. In 
consequence, we have not been fair to Mexico. 

Regarding Carranza: go back over the ground and see how this man 
has been abused — defamed, in fact. This is not new in history; for most 
men who have made themselves a target for attack, owing to advanced thought 
and advanced ideas, and were honest, have been subjected to just such attacks 
as has Carranza. To the foreigner in Mexico he was especially obnoxious; 
as he could not be bought or bribed and had the audacity to believe that 
Mexico was for Mexicans first, and really intended to carry out this idea if 
he won. The silk-hatted and frock-coated countrymen of Carranza, enjoying 
the hospitality of our country, and still drawing their revenues from Mexico, 
who were dodging their responsibilities as Mexican citizens and abusing 
their privileges as guests of our country, hated Carranza as only such men 
could hate an honest man whom they could not use and could not buy. And 
they hated us next, crediting us with being the principal cause for their 
own troubles. And from these same men we derived our opinions of 
Carranza. 

Again, a few personal remarks: I have known Don Venustiano many 
years. I knew him when an exile from Mexico, driven out for daring to 
oppose Diaz. I have been able to follow his course during this entire revolt 
in Mexico. I have been as close to him as any American, and I wish to say 
that I have never seen him excited, and I have never heard him abuse a 
single individual. He was above this. The reason he exercises such influence 
over his followers is that they respect him, and they know he is honest, " dis- 
tressingly so," as some one remarked in Washington. 

Mr. Constantine in his article throws a very clear sidelight on Carranza 
and his views have the merit of being quite fair; but one cannot know Car- 
ranza in a short acquaintance. If Mr. Constantine had been satisfied with 
his personal sketch, it would have been well, but he delves into history, as 
it were, and tells us that " Carranza had vegetated in the Mexican Senate, 
unknown at large — a dignified nobody, a cipher." Here an ignorance is 
shown as to the facts. 

The Carranza family is a well known one in Northern Mexico. His 
father supported Juarez, and the sons drove Garza Galan from power in the 
State of Coahuila, in spite of Diaz. From the first, Don Venustiano was 
independent and a reformer, a staunch believer in local self-government, and 
opposed to the Diaz policies — that is, the Cientificos. As a Senator he was 
in opposition, and it was a source of wonder that Diaz allowed this. He 
was elected Governor of Coahuila long before the revolt, but was not allowed 
to take his seat. General Trevino was used by Diaz to set aside the election 
and place another man in power, the excuse being that Carranza was a 
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Reyister, a follower of General Reyes. Carranza was supported by young 
Madero, when he ran for Governor; so when Madero ran for President 
against Diaz, Carranza supported Madero. The net was then thrown out to 
catch him and he fled to the United States. He was a dominant factor in 
the Madero revolution and supported Madero to the end. He was the only 
man in all Mexico, when Madero was deposed, to stand against Huerta, even 
when the supposed pressure of the United States was directed to force him 
to sustain the murderer and usurper. With a handful of men he started 
his revolt against Huerta and persistently and stubbornly stuck to it, threw 
Huerta out, and, overcoming all opposition, was finally made President of 
Mexico. History is going to rank Carranza as one of the greatest men 
Mexico has produced, and a man who would be an honor to any country. 

You may remember that Scott, in The Fortunes of Nigel, I believe, 
speaks of the Scot being much of a Spaniard. There is a strong Celtic 
strain in old Spain, and Carranza is Scotch when it comes to many of his 
personal characteristics. The typical Spaniard from parts of Spain is not 
the Latin as he is written about : he is the reserved and self-contained Scots- 
man, independent, stubborn and hard-headed, and honest, also proud no 
matter Kow poor. Perhaps the above will enable you to understand the man 
Carranza as he seems to many of his friends. 

A grave injustice has been done Mexico, and in the past we have not 
been considered her friend. Mexico is entitled to our support and moral 
assistance, as well as financial. We owe her a debt which we can now pay, 
and all we need do is to show her that we only desire her welfare, and 
have no ulterior motive. We have the chance now to make Mexico our fast 
and true friend, and we certainly need this on the South. Then, if we take 
the purely commercial view, we can have the commercial trade of Mexico 
and all the benefits derived from this, without the responsibility of govern- 
ment, as so many interventionists advocated. And we can show that the 
United States is not the mercenary nation that Senator Beveridge would 
make us out — see his recent article in Collier's Weekly. 

I bespeak for Mexico your friendly interest ; be " simpatico," and you 
will find that the Mexican will promptly respond. 

Willard L. Simpson. 

Boerne, Texas. 

CAN THE CHURCH BE BOTH BOUND AND FREE? 

Sir, — I began the reading of Dr. McConnell's article in the Review issue 
on "What Are the Churches to Do?" with keen interest. I laid it down 
with profound disappointment, even dismay. If this is the best answer 
that enlightened churchmanship can give, it is small wonder that honest men 
prefer to remain outside — and preserve their honesty. 

Dr. McConnell's suggestion for renewing the life of the Church is simply 
that creeds be kept officially in force and privately ignored. This expedient 
is analogous to offering citizenship to aliens and permitting those who have 
conscientious scruples against our Constitution to treat it as though it were 
non-existent. To adapt Dr. McConnell's words to this analogy, we should 
permit our officials to say to such potential citizens : " We wish to declare 
formally, officially, and in a way which cannot be misunderstood by honor- 
able men, that citizenship in this nation does not imply and is not under- 
stood to imply a subscription to a dogmatic Constitution." But that is just 



